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REMARKS 

This is in response to the Office Action mailed November 22, 2004. Claims 3-8 have been 
canceled and Claims 12-16 have been amended. Claims 1-2 and 9-16 are now pending in the 
application. 

By the Office Action, the Examiner rejected Claims 1-3 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over IGT Player Choice Drop-In Bar in view of Itoi, USPN 4,268,076. The Examiner 
asserts that the IGT reference discloses a gaming machine having a lockable door for gaining access 
to a currency container, and that Itoi discloses a currency container locking mechanism. 

Applicant asserts that these references do not teach or suggest the configuration claimed in 
independent Claims 1 and 12. Both of these claims are directed to a gaming device having a first 
locking mechanism for locking a currency container to a support structure, and second locking 
mechanism for controlling the state of the first locking mechanism. In this configuration, the second 
locking mechanism can be moved to a locked position which prevents unlocking of the first locking 
mechanism. 

The IGT reference discloses a simple lockable door. Itoi discloses a cash box till lock. The 
locking mechanism of Itoi is a single locking mechanism used to connect a till to a cash box to 
prevent its removal. The Examiner indicates that Itoi discloses a "secondary" locking mechanism. 
However, Itoi clearly discloses only a single locking mechanism including cam plate (14). Either 
Itoi's cam plate (14) is in an unlocked position (as illustrated in Figure I) where the till rod (3) may 
be inserted or removed or the cam plate (14) is in a locked position (as illustrated in Figure 6) where 
the till rod (3) is captured and can not be removed. The other elements of Itoi's device are simply 
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used to determine the state of this single locking mechanism. For example, either cam (6) is rotated 
forward to that catch (8) engages the cam plate (14), thus locking the till box, or it is rotated 
rearwardly out of engagement with the cam plate (14), thus unlocking the till box. 

The prior art, including Itoi and IGT, do not disclose a gaming machine including a currency 
container locking mechanism having both first locking mechanism defining a locked and unlocked 
state of the currency container relative to a support structure, and a second locking mechanism which 
can be used to prevent unlocking of the first locking mechanism. In this claimed configuration, if 
the second locking mechanism is in its locked position, the first locking mechanism can't be 
unlocked. 

The IGT reference does not disclose a currency container locking mechanism. Furttier, the 
IGT reference does not disclose a locking mechanism which can be moved to a position which 
prevents movement of a currency container locking mechanism from its locked to its unlocked 
position. The IGT reference simply discloses a lockable door, which teaching has nothing to do with 
the elements recited in Claims 1 and 12. 

Likewise, as disclosed above, Itoi discloses a currency container locking mechanism, but does 
not disclose a secondary locking mechanism. Itoi discloses that his cash box till lock may be 
remotely locked and unlocked, such as by an electromagnetic switch. However, Itoi does not 
disclose a secondary locking mechanism which, when placed in a locked position, prevents a first 
currency container locking mechanism from being unlocked. 

Because the cited reference lack a disclosure or suggestion of various elements of Claims 1 
and 12, Applicant asserts that these claims are allowable. 
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Applicant asserts that dependent Claims 2, 9-1 1 and 13-16 are allowable because they both 
depend from an allowable claim and because they define independently patentable subject-matter 
over the cited prior art, including the additionally cited reference of Halic (USPN 5,700,195). 

Halic simply discloses that an inner door may be locked over the currency container itself. 
Halic lacks, like the IGT and Itoi reference, any disclosure of the recited first and second locking 
mechanisms. For example, Halic discloses only individual door locks, and not a secondary lock 
which can be used to lock a primary currency container lock into a locked position. 

Claim 2 recites a third locking mechanism associated with a currency container door. As 
indicated above, as the prior art does not disclose or suggest the first and second locking 
mechanisms, the prior art does not teach or disclose a gaming device having the recited three locking 
mechanisms. 

Claims 9-11 and 14-16 are directed to a gaming device which includes a panel or door 
providing access to an interior space. As recited in these claims, the first and second locking 
mechanisms are configured so that opening and closing of the door does not change the condition 
of these locks and thus the security of the currency container, and define the second locking 
mechanism as accessible from an exterior of the gaming machine. 

As indicated above, the IGT and Halic references simply teach locks individually associated 
with doors, be they a main door or secondary or inner door. None of the locks are configured to 
selectively engage other locking mechanisms, including a latch of a container locking device. 
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Applicant asserts that Claims 1-2 and 9-16 are in condition for allowance. If any matters 
remain outstanding, the Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone. 

Respectfully submittedj 



Dated: pJL^rvA^ If ^ too J 




R. Scott Weide 
Registration No. 37,755 
Weide & Miller, Ltd. 
Bank West Building, 5* Floor 
7251 West Lake Mead Blvd., Suite 530 
Las Vegas, NV 89128 
(702)-382-4804 (Pacific time) 
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